2l8                    DE     LESSEPS
Counsel for the other defendants then addressed the
court.    Meanwhile in the Judicial Chamber of Paris
on February yth three of those concerned, Charles de
Lesseps, Fontane, and Cottu, were being committed
to the Assizes on a bribery charge together with a
number of Deputies and ex-Deputies, and it is a ques-
tion how far the Government's determination to clean
up politics affected the judgment of the Court of Appeal
in the Panama case.   On the 8th the Government, in
the Chamber of Deputies, accepted a motion that" The
Chamber being resolved to support the Government in
the repression of all acts of corruption, and being
determined to prevent the recurrence of administrative
practices which it reprehends, passes to the order of
the day."    It was on the gth that judgment was to be
given in the Fraud Trial.
The President's summing up was a lengthy one, but
it was noticeable that it was throughout adverse to the
defendants. No one of those present, however, and
least of all the prisoners and their counsel, expected the
severe sentence that was passed eventually. Indeed,
there were loud murmurs of dissent when the President
announced that the sentences would be the maximum
penalty of five years imprisonment and a fine of 3,000
francs for Ferdinand de Lesseps (by default) and
Charles de Lesseps, two years' imprisonment and 2,000
francs fine in the case of Cottu and Fontane, and two
years' imprisonment and 20,000 francs fine in the case
of Eiffel
When he heard the sentence on his father Charles
de Lesseps broke down and wept. Maitre Barboux
exclaimed in a fury " that he would never plead again